rebel He cannot claim to function except through the success of
his own method. He cannot take part in public life under the protec-
tion of the law that he denies. He cannot be a citizen and yet not a
subject."
You are right in describing me as the leader of an open
rebellion except for a fundamental omission namely, strictly
non-violent. This omission is on a par with the omission of
'nots' from the Commandments and quoting them in support.
of killing, stealing, etc-----You   may   dismiss   the   phrase   oJ?
explain it away in any manner you like. But when you quote
a person you may not omit anything from his language,
especially an omission which changes the whole aspect of things.
I have declared myself an open rebel on many occasions, even
during my visit to London on the occasion of the second Round
Table Conference. But the anathema that you have pronounced
against me has not been pronounced before. You will perhaps
recall the time when the late Lord Reading was willing to hold
a Round Table Conference in which I was to be present,
although I was leading a mass civil disobedience movement. It
was not called because I had insisted that the Ali Brothers, whe*>
were then in prison, should be releasedv British history which
I was taught as a lad had it that Wat Tyler and John Hampden
who had rebelled were heroes. In very recent times the British
Government treated with Irish rebels whilst their hands were
still red with blood. Why should I become an outcast although
my rebellion is innocent and I have had nothing to do with
violence?
In spite of the validity of my claim that you have enun-
ciated a novel doctrine, I admit that you made a perfect state:
ment when you said, "He cannot claim to function excepl
through the success of his own method." My method, being
based on truth and non-violence, ever succeeds to the extent
it is applied. Therefore I function always and only through the
success of my method and to the extent that I correctly repre-
sent, in my own person, its fundamentals.
The moment I became a Satyagrahi from that moment I
ceased to be a subject, but never ceased to be a citizen, A citizen
obeys laws voluntarily and never under compulsion or for fea|
of the punishment prescribed for their breach. He breaks them
when he considers it necessary and welcomes the punishment.
That robs it of its edge or of the disgrace which it is supposed
to imply.
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